school year 1979-80, amounts available for Title I state administrative activities, including evaluation, ranged from $4.5 million in New York to $225,000 in the 14 states with the lowest Title I enrollments. Other federal education programs also provide administrative funding to state education agencies.
At the local level, evaluation activities must be supported out of each school district's federal grant funds. The district's grant application usually describes the evaluation activities planned by the district and indicates how much of its grant is proposed to be used for evaluation purposes. That proposal is not generally binding on the district, however, once the federal grant is received.  (For more detail on the funding and management of local evaluation activities, see Appendix C.) Examples of the types of state and local evaluation activities carried out under three federal education programs are described below.
ESEA Title I
As a result of a requirement contained in the Education Amendments of 1974 (P.L. 93-380), OE developed a set of local evaluation models for use by Title I grantees. The models, as specified in federal regulations (45 CFR 116.7 and 116a.50-57 published in the Federal Register on October 12, 1979), provide methods for measuring student achievement gains in reading, mathematics, and language arts. ED (and formerly OE) also provides technical assistance (at a cost of $11 million in fiscal 1980) to state education agencies on methods for assisting local districts in the use of the models. Despite extensive efforts by OE since 1974 in designing and implementing the models, Congress has expressed concern in committee reports for the Education Amendments of 1978 (P.L. 95-561) that the Title I evaluation models do not yield data that can be used by local Title I administrators as a basis for improving Title I projects (U.S. Congress 1978a:51, and U.S. Congress 1978b:29-30).  Findings in support of this view have also been presented by David (1980) and Orland (1980), but they are contradicted by statements of the ED evaluation office.cational agency with 1.5 percent of the state's totalr General identified three priorities for audits of state and local administration of Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA):  (1) compliance with thers (e.g., Indian edi cation and community education).gton,  D.C.:    U.S. General Accounting
